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We have heard learned counsel appearing for the petitioner. Learned Standing
Counsel appears for the State respondents. Shri M.C. Chaturvedi appears for State
Information Commission.

The petitioner claims to be the brother of one of the employee of Animal
Husbandry Department. He has made an application under the Right to Information
Act, 2013 for information, which was allegedly not given to him. He has filed an
appeal before the State Information Commission, which is pending. In this writ
petition he has prayed for providing the information as asked by him in his
application dated 10.8.2012.

The petitioner is the brother of one of the employee of Animal Husband
Department. He has no right to seek directions of the High Court under Article 226
of Constitution of India to the respondents to supply information with which he has
no concern.

Under the Right to Information Act, the identity of the person and the object of
seeking information is not enquired to be disclosed. In the writ petition, however, if
the relief is to direct the respondents to supply the information under the Right to
Information Act, the Court may scrutinise the bonafides of the person in seeking
reliefs from the Court, as the relief in writ jurisdiction may not be granted for
oblique and malafide purpose.

The petitioner does not have any concern with the information sought by him and
thus he is not entitled to any directions from the Court under Article 226 of the
Constitution of India. He may pursue remedies available to him under the Right to
Information Act.

This writ petition seeking directions to the Public Information Commission and
State Information Commission to provide information is misconceived and is
accordingly dismissed.
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